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Hep, Don Kdwc'irds 5/'‘*/W 

2158 llr^urn Office ^Idg. 

House of Hopiv^*?- ;n":iitiiue.s 
Washiiijrton , D,C. 20515 

De/ir Oon, 

A^adin^ your iy?5 Hosty hearings makes it apparent that your trust ang( tliqt of 
your subcomroittee were imposed upon from both sides, iidcuns obsorvifd th^i "fii'^t 
well by covering the bureau's ass and the scond clo.>o to brilliantly by covering hin own. 
You trust«?d a nan who lives in th«! belief that lilie:. eidlst only for his gilding as a sub- 
ject export when in fact his inter )st was, im usual, self -promotion and aggrandizement nnd 
he fobbed off on you as sit^jiificant wliat }iad little prospect of feeing ragnific^mt, 

D<ispite my not inconsiderable experience with the fJl in th(? many FOla lawsuits 
I Was really shocked to sceqi^ on ;>iige 209, t^at tlipy withheld from you and your heaumjiga 
what they di3closr?d to me: "•••the nsimes of individuals interviewed regarding tJie dest- 
ruction of the Oswald note (<mdj the names of all individuals regarding* the alleged telex 
to the Heu Orleans Flil office.’* 

I'rom adams* testimony lpage'2) they hiid by then completed their internal investi- 
gation of that particular Hosty flap, ^xhe^e wei*e several.) It seems apparent that they 
did not ^ve tJie records of that so-called inv(j:-tigation to you. To tht) best of my recol- 
^ it in my FOIA suit for the Dalli^ and dew Orleans recordii, l»uch of 

1® handwritten, .^omo is, to me at least, oxtruord*narily brief, and X can't remember 
that a s^^igle n^n^vms withlield. I made duplicate cojxies for subject filing j’or at least 
most of ^liat l4»«n and should you desire it for the completion of your comtiittee's records 
I can get these duplicate copies xeroxed for you. 

To me it was s^ham investigation, made? with the transparent intent of nakiiig^ it 
diffici^t if not impossible to file charge. » against anyone. 8omo of the interviews, nnd 
many if not roost or all rtulect the time begsin anti *die tine si^jied, were as little as 
about a ([urter of an hour. Some were obviously inad(?quate and incikiplcte and ro([uirod a 
second interview, 

•‘•fc/o of the higher ofliciul names wijto(.‘ld from you, in itself a surprise to me, 
are of Assistant Director itlex Hosen bj and ^^sistant to the Director Alan Del- 

moht (page 24). They also do not mention iLrk .time's name on page 0 despite the fact th/it 
he had drawn all the attention possible to his speakin^^ to V^id^iam V/«iitter after he'd 
made a speech in dew Orle<jia and V/alter Ivid come up to him afterward. I'll return to 
this below. 



T]io check they report (page 5) for D^illas record relating to tlio dtis traction of 
the note does not iiiolude ticklers. As is reflected in a tickler I've sent you, it is 
records and ce^t^lin rf^coilections e.JLsted at ?j£EHk. But you :ere not 
tolcf in Adams* seemingly forthright testimony. 



^ the same page adana refers to ^*rs. Huth i^aine's Vfarron Commission testimony, 
that she knew from Os. .aid that he had gone to the FBI office. From what the Piil did with 
vfarren Commission testimony, which - have solidly in the records it disclos d to me, ab- 
sent a radical departure PBIHvi at least would have checked it. They turned ceews of SAs 
loose on the testimony and they reviewed it carefullj to protect the Bureau, At tho very 
latest tliat would have been November, 1964. In this I intend to say tliat Oswald *n visit 
had to be well known at least at FBIIIv, then and probably also elsewhere. But there was 
no investigation. I believe it is fiiir to assume from this that at least FJIHVv v/as well 
aware of the fact that Osweild had gone to the Dallas office and had rt^cords relating to it. 



Ufjorings and copieis of -ho ^port were obtiiined in comiiderable quantity md dis- 
tributed to tile field of i ices. If I renenber correctly,Dallas*s Commission file that is 
the on_y such file disclosed to me did not begin until they were reviewing the he; agings 
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and* teatiaony. I do not recall all tho diatribution madii of theae CoLimission uatorials 
^out they* were made in aufficient quantity ao tliat in 1966 the New York office had enough 
hardback copioa of the ^deport on hand to supply four layyers with copies and wh.it tliat 
office de.icribed to Hh as “public domain'* information in their combined effort to ruin 
tho sales of my first book. .Happily, it had the opposite effect because tliose lawyern 
believed the official nythology r^ven them by ^he F^I and the book became a bfiat-seller 
in Hhw York th«i week t]i<^ show was aired. But aside froti other considei’utions , is not that 
an iiiiproper way to spend tax money? an FBI symbol informer titled the s.*me thing the 
next month in Ban Francisco, again with the exact oppsite effect, selling out all the 
copies of my first two books that were in San Francisco. I have the records on both these 
concepts of law-onforcement endeavors.) 

xhf Vlalter search r«3ported to you by ikdams ^ page 8) is designed to be ina- .equate 
and from lay recollection, which may not bo dependtdite as it once vus now, is not truthful. 
Tho practise of semantics on this inquiry is not atypical. We do not know what Walter 
told bane after the How Orle^lna speech in 1967 but wu do know what Lane represented, that 
it was a teletype or telex. We also have tliat reflection of the allegedly reported 
threat against JIX, Jo, this search aup^josedly include# reconia other than teieses, with- 
out reference to wliether or not any other records originated at FBIHh or elsewhere, and 
it is limited to a reported “attempt to ass^issinate Prear.dent Kennedy in Texas.*' 

Bearing: on how forthright adams and then Dallas JAC Gordon Shankliii wtic with you, 

I enclose and mark as *?1“ Bhanklin's cover-my-own-ass nemo to fi_es in th*3 Bulljis main 
iee Harvey ^aw^ild fijie dated t^^o days tifter iUbims* testinojoy aid b<:fore Bhanklin*s of 
P eceittber 11.1 call tho seiiond paragraph in particular to your attention because it is 
also relevant to questions itaked by ^^nbers about records not fonmlly in the files in 
Dallas, Bhanklin says he had “express instructions** from Adams “not to place in our files'* 
what he describes as “letters (tliat; pertain to“ the Walter allegations, 1*11 see if I can 
pinpoint for you where Bhanklin was que:;tioned about just this possibility below. 

These “letters tliat deal with my in«;uiry into this (Walter) natter in the Dallas 
Division,** Bhanklin records ** were forwarded the date indicated ( which is 10/25/7b) 
to Personal «i.ttention of lu*, iiduins," 

Gonsistent with Walter's representations, whether or not he was truthful, is the 
fact tliat a numb<^r of threats - and threats are not necessarily idtrntical with tlio word 
the FBI to describe its search, “assassination'* - known, ri3port4d and in file be- 

fore JF'ii wont to Texas, In a lx>ok I once planned and did not publish I went into tliat, 
with copies of Warren Commission records, which the Fnl had, as did the Bccret Bervice, 

There were several involving tho national Btates xCLghts Party, several from Miami, where 
only a couple of cLys before he was in Dallas “he Becret Bervice prevented fiFK's hixving 
the planned motorcade, and severa- in Texas, It happens that I had a copy of a rather 
colort'ul one in an office file tind did not require use of most of th- files tliat are in 
my basement, Dallas **'^olice -department inlbmant reported that some right-wing students 
at Denton Btate Dniversity who were associated with ^ictii^gied General Kdwin A, Walker 
planned a domonstration against JFft^and would “rub his dick in the dirt" (narked in the 
left maripLn for you;. The note at the bottom of the 3ei:ond page is mine, inteddd as a 
caption in tho book I did not publish, 

B< 3 artog on threats and the quality and thoroughness of tlie Fi3l*s D a ll a s investi- 
gation mid on wliat you s id kpage 2) that you asked the FBI “to report to us" is, “alle- 
gations that all inl’oruation available to the FJl was not fully disclosed to tlie Won^n 
Commission," It is unfortunate tl .at you depended on one who had made no real effort to 
learn more than lie learned in reading; wtot the Commission publiohed because there is a 
considertible amount of si/;nificant iiifoniation, porticulEirli' relating to the corpus delicti, 
that wn3 unknuon to you and which should have beioi but was not included in Adams* testi- 
mony, The fact is that there was assassination iniomation Di-JLlas did not even send to 
FBiHv,. One that rtilates to the National States iiights Party and the nature of xho FBI*s 
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Dallas investigation is attached as ^ suburban Dallas police department phontij the 

Fiil to recommend <in investigation of a NijRP activist bt)causo hf? find other NSRP people 
’’should bo considered auapects” in tho assassination* 

*^'his redord# war. typed and searched thi'ough tho files, indexed and filed before 
QMWj.Td w/iG charged^ i‘'rom the hanawritten note, ./hicli 1 pre;.une is that of an agent on 
'i.h case, all of this nay have been done b^fort; h«) icnew 0:.u/iild s name* -^t says that 
who lead was ’’not necessary to cover as t *ue subj ect located*” 

^y th‘i time this record was filed it had not been possible to nake anything that 
can bo ciilled an investigation with a straight face and it certainly had not been possible, 
even ;;oro Os..old then witliout quostion tho assassin, to know tiat there had not been any 
conspiracy, 

“dicfi the foregoint; record, also on lay desk from when ^ spoko* to local civic 
organissations is miother early D^illas record that was not sunt to FjilH.i. I attach it 
as ”4". The first worldJig day after tho assassination Kastman Kochik informed tlie FDI it 
had ani: would make avidllable photographs of the tisoassination taken by an engineer, 

Charlejj Bronson, ^Ulton Newsom saw them iind rc-ported that they were valueless. How 
Value llioss? liis own words, the stills showed ’’the President's car at the precise time 
hhete fired.” Tne stills sliow much tior»i than the C(ir and the President- considerable 

background and many people. \/hy were they valueless? They "were not sufficifmtly clear for 
identification purposes." aside fro:i the fact that tliis is false as it related to many 
t^ople, what Newsom is roally Si-iyiM:*: is tliat tb; picturt?s are wortliless becauj>e they do 
not include Os^aild with a smoking gun* 



iuVen Newsom admits another photog^'apher is sliown taking pictui^:s that should 
include the buiddin/j from jhich the FBI said all shots were fired, and '/at the precise 
time” they wei’e fired* he didn't get prints* 

j ^ 

Of tho movies, Qnr.i then, not Omia^ later 1 .rger, hu says they "failed to show tho 
bui^oing fi*on \;hicli the sliots v/oro ?ired.” I got this record in suit for the Dallas 
records. Lat'jr friondr. in Dallas located -^roiison, saw liis ]3icturos find one, then a 
vporter for the Homing Nows, did a story that t ok up tliree of four full pages, more 
than on entire p^ige of wl iicli i s of frames from the film. Rather than not showing the 
builtiing at all then: are ^ almost 100 tliat include the vei-y window from wliich the Pal 
Sv^ys all th shorts were fired* 



Tills recor^also was not "disclosea to the )][arren Commission,” among many that 
^idams ignored and I have* 



I forgot auove, relating to known tliP'rats, on»- of* those in iiiani was rather well 
kn^wn. It wiAS tape recorded by a former FBI symbol ini'ormer who was then an informer for 
the i-dumi police. Tliey rtiported the threat tJiwt Umd I'm not sug^^^stin^; it is ruj.atod to 
.*hat actually hap^-»ened) duplicates what tho FBI soys liupponod, a shoi” from high up in a 
builoing at a motorcade, doth tho tfilL and Secret Service kne w about it just before the 
assassination. 1 print tlie existing portdfn of the tninscript that rc^uained in the )X)lice 
files in my F aem-Up . .diich is on tlv.* King assa -sination. The FBI knew contemporaneously 
ani it knew from my book, ..liich it had. \/hich is also to soy, lon^; befoiv your hearings* 
It did not tdve ;iny truiscript to the Commission* 



4wt several joints, tho A*embers asked adams emd later Shanklin/ about tho\ dstruction 
of "any other papers, rmttuviias or documents” Cp^-fie 31; or ”r.:cords“ concerned i/ith the 
Us..fiu.d iind l^by cases. Tiiis also reminds no that it imver gave tho Commission or your 
subcommittee tb: at loiist eight Dtillas reaoni-. from its 157 file on -^iby. There was no 
voluiitu'ered testimony in tb.'se hoiiring:* to let you know t:iat each time there is contact 
.ith any informant or probational infornuint, which *-uby was, tho agent running him is 
re. uircid tu fill out a s^iecita foiyl'or just tluit pui'pose, reporting; wliat the ini'oiru^t 
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What the I’m knows very well is tliat one vit;d r =oord ut least )tas destroyed (aid 
it so infomed the court in ny ret’ilo*! suit for the result.; of ;;11 ac^ntific testme 
in thu JMI cose. With regurd to th>.- "nisaed” shot, uhe.-o tlw! rent of thi= story is pretty 
hairy. Si, i^idul Uhuneyfelt had the curbstone it struck r. moved and flown to Waohin,iton 
for hab uiiulysis. Tliere was a speotrogruphio eX(UBiuation the ronults of '.ihich weri* not 
te tifed to by the i’dl in term:; of their actual meaning. Only tv(o of t)vo ul..‘uants of ^ 

^ bu 4 iot, 11 o<r 12 .,ith the alleged bullet or four.-; less witliout the casing, wore detected. 

T^K-- Lab records liot by litigation have the testifying agent's note saying fliat what 
was tested could have come Iroi.t an automobile wheel w*.-ight. 

'fhoj-e had been a nick or a hole where the bullet inp .cted. When dhaneyfelt, knoi.ing 
this and luivii'.g pi«;turc. 5 , of it, dug it up tliero was no scar of any kind, bo, he J«iew that 
in some liystoiiouii wi.y tho hole hau be>.-n^patohe-.l,- when Osw. Id . could not liave donii it. 

Nciither bhaiieyfelt nor lab agent dobert ^-a/Aer (ballintioa and .dioae note I refer to 
above) told tho Ooiamis.;io»iwhat this m.;.Jit or could mean. But tliat the knov; voi*y 
.,ell is reflected in .uiotlibr uooord on uy desk, the oynix)sia of a long report by the 
Dallas assassination case agent. I zaarkod the pertinent language in tho coi^ from which I 
made tlAs copy for uiie in tlie lawsuit^. Go inberling said, "Mo evii.enco of mark or nick 
on curg now ^ 8 /t>/o 4 J now visible." 

ikCtually, and this also gets to non— existing D)Qlas records, James augue, the 
bystander who got a minor -ound from the spiv^r of concrete from tli.< bullet's impact, wont 
to tliat u’xjt in Ikiy, 1064 , to t.Jco movies of it. T’ne hole had didupi)eared by then but he 
took pictures anyway. I took an a: ficU^vit from liim ana u.a.;d it in thi.-i lawsuit. He attested 
that ho liad not told anyon.J he'<i tjkken tlioso pictures and th<it in some wj^ lie cijinot 
account for tliy disap'.ie. .rod .ou lus home, with nothing else stolen. \Hien was quostionei, 

by Comnisaion Ooimsel '.losley aiebeler in July oJ' 1 'd 64 Itiebeler not oia.v know ho had taken 
the [Acturisi, he showed fugue frames enlarged from movie film under th# imparession it was 
Tague's film. ./hei^TagUB was n^stified and asked Eioboler how he'd known about and/or 
gotten it, Idobeler did not tell hiD. 

i’hero is no i’di record produced from the Dallas or any other office or from Hi* 

■'iles rf^lectiiw that tho FBI had gotten or even ^aicw about i’ague's film. The Fbt did the 
Commi3.-.ion'8 iihxitographic work, too, so if thu FBI did not somehow get Tague's film it 
knew about it durine the course of tho Comnis.;ion' s invos Jigution us well as it., own. I 
cannot conceive of the fi m being obt. inud without a single page of r<iCord being oj^ruted 
or viitliout a record of transmission to FBIltit*<i iV t t . 

before goiiig os to other tlAngs I cull to your attentio.. tlt.t amon.; the matters ofi 
significance timt the FBI did not give tho Cocu.d.s..ion is one in which it kne'.) the Ooi^s .ion 
had on intoi.03t. I went in'o tlAs in some a.itail in tin; above-mentioned suit, 0 . 4 - 7 ‘b- 22 b, 
hioh waa filed about a lialf-y*k^r before your hoarings, the suit in cliich the FBI told 
-he court, beiiKC careful, not to do it under oath, tlait the curbstone apect.-pgruphic plate 
hlid be,w d-;. troyed. I*do not now recall the detail or all tlie documentation providou. 

neutrotyactivation analyses on tho scientific evi- 
dence. It did "have tlien done, at Oak Hidge, and hid that from th<; Commission. It then 
know that the scriipingrfrou tlie limousine wind:.hield no longer existed. Tliey had been 
'ubjocteii to speotrographic analysis. The FBI succeeded, a;i said in my pri.vioua letter, 
in 3i:onew(illing me and -.he not unwilling court until tlie very erul of tliat litigatxon, when 
it Viadd— delivereu (^bberish in the fom or unoollated addiri^^-machine t:ipes. I. also sued 
iaHDa, sui:cossor to the kliC. It was anxiqitf. to get out of the lawsuit so over a holiday 
weekend it had-delivered to my lai.^rer^h? his “iiome^ita records, which J- have and you 
are welcono to if you want tliem. That may well have been befor.,; your he,.rinp if it 
was the labor Day weok;nd. lly case files, in the basement, will disclose this. 

I believe it is u f ir but a layman's ir.terpretation th.t thi IhiA tests on the 
paraffin caats establish tliat Osswald had not fired a rifle. They fired the rifled at^ 

Oak itidgo, i no., don't rerienner how many times, made paraffin casts of the cheeks oi .he 
Viflomen, and j^t significant deixisits. Tiiis is ny recollection and after qll thesai ye. rs 






5 



I 



excellent photo^aphs^ o^tlw Oa!uid^u»t^ ^ ' 

u.suit?'^crT«lS^f “ '■”“ 1“ ■ "> ^i>i.«; I a™ioi.d «„, 

^oi^» •'’ost liortem, I publish a fine phot;.(jraph of th<s Pi'esident'a 
colj^, one the i'Jl did not jjive the domnisaion. It (jave t e i^omission 3 . ientifically 
^ puttern of the ^Sirt, for eiauaple. The 

e ff ^ ix,ruonaily, when f liad him ratter unhapiy 

becuu;.© gotten a sumiiary juuconont against tlien in a differ nt case h..vini; to do with 

the Xing ^sassination. I'd known fro.- uy own work ttet the damage to L S oi' tSe 
shirt collar ana the^ necktie was not done aiK could not possibly have been done by an 
uissle, by which •'• mean to include even a fragment of bone. X knew also tliat 
ontrary to the offioiid my ;hology, that damage was caused by a scalpel in the emergency 
room by two nurses, under the direction of -i*. CJuirlos ‘'arrioo. I interviewed hiTIS 
« rwt o^.^ confirmed it, ho deonnstrated to mo how it \ms done. I have this in Post 
-orten. klong with the Kloindienst ])icturo. |}He ,;ust put the 03J- original in an envelope 
.ith other pictures I'd asked for, in<;luding n.t 1 act ono otter Phi S4SnS 
them to no, without any covering letter.) oriSiiial, and mailed 

When we deposed Sk itobert i^razier in ttet lawsuit we showed him the picture and 
hS ^ostiona about it and the teatin,; on it. apectrographic exxuai.wition 

had shown no b^ot trac.s on it bJH: did detect traces on tlio back of the sJiirt. Carrico 

shirt collar and he is the on^y doctor who saw tli.. body before the clotldUiT^ removed. 

ad^wledged tliat he had had sgra Hueotiona about the damage to the sliirt 
several times, and we have the transcript, that he had r«- 
quested Juj oxamuiatLon we questioned him about by a hair and fibers expect, iik Paul 
btombau^. We asked where tte -tombaugh report was, it not havin ■ been Sisolosed to the 
omission 01 in that litigation, and wt.ro promised we'd be given a copy. Vihat was given 

at Si a prt.linin«ry recor^ a;.do by IVazier without any deSila 

at all about any exammatio.i of tho shirt collar. Kf ^e'^Llnation is even mnetioned. 

Tf . / is^paront that this alone destroyed mon; than tte official myttelo^. 

of ^1 involved, including but not limited to tte iTJl, and ttet 
X .he ci-iro 01 -ho century, to lao th«. moat subversive possible crime inn society 

^ solution by th..' m. and Commission' acceptance of 

^obvlo^ f^. It means that the FBI knew there had been a conspii’r.-.cy to kill tte 
^aident but not only did not investigate that ^ it lied about it. and, of course, on 
thl.i ba8i.8 alone thu criine is unsolved* 

Vhero is uorn like it. 



binilar in a way in nature is what Congressman Dodd gets into v-itli, I thi.Uc. some 

“ ‘^ojamission executive emission tfunscript that did 
not e^st until I went for it under i-OIa. It had never been SCcibexf, as I ^ ixito, 
,ith documentation, in my V/hitev.aah IV, which is written around the executive sessioA 
tr^script of tte next day, «^anuaiy 22, 1964. (Which, by the way, ^orald Ford stole, 
altered in using it in his book, and then lied about in his com’iruation hejiring when he 
was apixjinted vice preaident.) 



,x4lthou^^ I believe that souehow the FBI did have such a titinscript, of the January 
^ rem*;mber that appeitred when it nade its general Hq releases of late 
fyVY and (;arly 1978, it did not disclose any copy to me or any record reflecting; -che ex- 
istencfj ol any copy, and the court ru*porter nado no trdinscript. It wai; Word ca x^aul and I 
document this in thi,t book. But the stenotyp^Lsts tape escaped tht; de:.tructipn and when 
-hat tape was temscribed for me, because ijhad Top Beure^t stamped on ^t as an excuse, it 









waajirnt to the I’tinta^n for te^iacriptiori. '^his account:* for a fevj minor errora in it 
and “hi? lack of id- ntification*"a3EF~of all names* What dongressu:an ->odd quotes coi'Ttictly 
is from th^ last page as typed for me, and the pages in the, copy made for me begin with 
"V* and cannot get to tho j)age number he cites, 24^)4. Nor could that number have been 
reached by the court r..*porter* I r^jalize this could bt> quoting from another transcript 
he did not identify, but it is not from the Commission's or from any iJ^bl record. 

There is no reason to boleeve tlmt tlie had nytliing to do with what was 
agrei,‘d to on Dulles* suggestio n, that t ;e transcript bo destroyed. It wasiiot made* 
cind they chiselled on tho courfl^^ rc*ix)rter, i^aying only U25 for that aftei'-houra 
session cover.-ige. 

Only part of tho possible explanation is tho one hr, Dodd used, that the subject 
of the session vyas the r<jport th^t Oswald had worked for th»? FKL. What -tulles could 
and I think did h vo in mind is whzit they were saying about the FDI, If you do not liave 

that transcript 1*11 bo glad to send you a copy of Post lior^n in which I reproduce \/hat 

I got in facsimile* lou aJLso get some of the tilings I go into above in that book* 

Tilt! alleged ‘^awald number your Members used is th^ one thit tlie Connission 
used and got from PjI records but it in fact is not tho cor^^ect one, an# entirely dif- 
ferent kind of numbe]* not consistent with ntUuboring.Hov the Commission got that 
nuiaber is not reflected in laiy of its records that ^ examined and is not reflected in any 
Fal record i about 250,000 piges* liaybe a bit more* 

Throe is more that is relevant and not gv:nerally known, including; about Os\;uld*s 
past, that can be relevant to tliis* I*ve not publtaaS flaj ^ A ^ a& ^ for years planned a 

book on it I now doubt I'll bo able to complote* Sisnator Kussell, wlio t;ncouragod me to 
pursue my work until he died, told me ho was satisfied "theyf have not told us all tliey 
knowj< aboux Osw.^ld*** He did not toll mo who he meant* I leioned some of wliat 1 have no 

re..son to believe the FBI v/ent into and liavo a degree of doounentation. IlQt tluit the FBI 

did not have reason to investigate, as to thi, degree possible for mo I did* If tliis 
interests you I'll be glad to tell you what ^ le;.meci and provide the documentation* For 
now, please b :lieve me, althou^^ his service record does not reflect it, Oswald had both 
"Top Secret and Cyypto cltiaTiJicos iis a Hiring , soncho\/ learned Itussiyin as a liorina, and 
got communist literature opo*nly as a^Vai-ine, ’./ithouft any problems* cuad his favorite 
book was Orwell The “oiaal Farm, an^ anti-Coi-ii.iuni3t classic, as you knov/* These clear- 
ances did not show in the FBI's or Navy's or Oommission's investigations* 



Before returning to tho destruction of th*i note and other natters in Hhanklin' s 
testiraony, a few comments tliat apply to Adorns* and may apply to liis* Tho inppoction 
Division investigation as discloseil to me indicator tJiat more people in the Diillas office 
knew about it th£in tliey told you and if I remembiar correctly, there are indications tliat 
the leiJc was from inside “lie Dallas office, by an SA.Ohce bhanklin's retirenant was secure. 

^ D.T 

<0.80, although they soon not to have told you or asked you to keep it secret, 
klsclosou to me their reason for not pressing pc^hjury charg<?3 against himiibootstrapping* 



On pa^e 74 Hhanlddn to 2 >.tfied about rhe uot 0 ,”lf it had been called to my attention, 

I would have notified my he .dquarters.'* Ku was notified, and it was before Inspector 
lialley got to Defllas* Headquartei*s ‘'hailed" the destruction, froi.. the tickle IT outline 1 ^ , 

sent you, before Mailey was in Dallas, peviiaps before he left for Dallas* hi 



ohanklin goes into th<? Lieut^ii^t Revill matter on i^ago 86* aevill wrote a report 
tiiat was made into an affidavit aiid^^Sldier r*.i»rt tliat -1*11 have to search more to locate 
if you want it* In tlio one I attach, th*j affidavit one,(oj he says that at about 2:50 
p.n. th(? day of the assassination he quotes Hosty as having told liim the FBI **had informa- 
tion that ^a*wald) was capable of committing the assassination of President iCeimedy.** Uy 
r ?collction of tlie otlier one, an<sli again my momo3^ nay not be dopendL.ble, is to tho effect 
that tlie I'bl knew he Has capable of it but didn't think he*d do it* 

Dallas Ohief Ourry w<;nt public with what Revill sc dd iiromptly* It created quite a 
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scandal. Bhanklin di<l testify that he spoke to Curry about it but naizho." he nor adans 
told you the whole story. Hoover was furious. Uou«5iiiber, he kne^^ a out the note and its 
destruction. He ordered Chanklin^ to Qvxry to retract and Curry bowed to thut pressure 
and did retract - the truth. Later, over this, f/oover orderou tluJ I'dl to br-.-ak off all 
r .lations with tivo Dcillaa police, i mean AJlu. Even trainlni'. 

On puije Hr. boda says the results of th police paraffin ttjsts on the cheek 
were ^xjsitive. 'fhoy were ne^tive. »uid thiit i.v ejficulpatoiy. ‘tjsidues tluit are detected 
need not be positivt) because other deposits can produce Ijrfi suits. The total sbeence of 
residues ^cke<l up on th*^ paraffin is eicculpatory. Particularly with a rifle like thiix one. 

b'hat did not coue out in your hei. rings is th.* fact that Hosty hiuself filed a 
report of* Osv/iild and liis proclivity toward violence: wife— boating. Yo'tJ]>ofor(j tlie Cqu— 
mis.-ion lu) testified falsely other tlwm with regard to the Oswald note in tcjstifyiiM; tliat 
Osw Id had no liistory of violence of proclivity, iiuid lie was praised by KBIIU^for Jiis f(jG.se 
testinony. Before ho was discil^ined for soL'ethinij else. 

Cone thing i;lso the 1?V1 di<l not give tho Cominiosion comes to mind. The text was 
withheld frou ne but not tho fact. 

The day ofi tho assassination tlio liexico City PBI office flew up to ballas in a 
Navy plane at least one tape of a wiretap of Osv/iild at the IKi- d on^issy ^lnd sorie pictures 
ti-iat v.*eiv not of Oswald. Sk \/aliace Heitnan mot th<i plane and tht^H;^ whose name escapes me 
at tho moLUiUt. ^ was later a iVember of Congress. The tape was listened to in th ^ Dallas 
of ice and a three-p^ige t .'lotypo was sent t*: :I*.. ordered that tho tape bo transcribed 

and "Iho tr.jiscript sent it. Which was done. The ti\ui3cript also was withheld from m.;. tod 
I saw no referoncft to of i:hi9 in Coomission rocorus. I got what report in my lawsuit 
for the Dallas and Orleans office records. Thi.- day ILw got the toinscript Hoover irrote 
Becret ^orvico Dir -ctor ilo\/ley letter in wliich ha referred to examiiiation of tho photos 
and the tape. Tho man viho gilds lilioii spread it far and v/ide tlmt IIoo:t^er stiid tho voice 
was not 0 s>/ 4 ild* 3 . That is not wliat Hoover said, tod tho probability is that he was referring 
to tho pliotos. but ho did not say he was referring to the tApe. 

«.gain, I Hope I au not wastiiir; your time, i.y intent is to help you, if only by i-.cli- 
cating that the FBI \tan not forthright with you or in other wasy if you* a like. I *11 
read and correct this tod if uftythlng tlxat seems relevtot coiieri to mind 1*11 add it. 

I also call to your attoiition th t tho FJiliC' tickler I sent you refers to much it 
.id not give tlw^ V/arren Commission, tod is not in the records disclosed to me or to the 
be.»t of ny kno.ii-dge, in its ecmurul roloa..es. 

‘^Iso, tho possibility of unfairness in my ii.ipJLed criticism of its liosty investi- 
gation and tlici fact tliat the Departmont declined to prosecute Chanklin. There can*t be 
any reasonavle doabt about his i^erjury. There also are other loiitters for vdiich he deserves 
criticism at th<} least. But wouiu it have been feiir to cli^ rge him iilone? If therti had been 
A, wixlinges.i to consider cliarges a^jaiiw>t others, would it liave been possible to dtjvelop 
evidence that would be enougli to bring char^jos or convict? In a sense, was not the greater 
offense by tliii liigher-ups, at least '^elnont and iU)sen and tliose on their staffs who wore 
witting A^nfi rtinained silent? (,Ht least *k)sen was ill at the tine of that investigation.^ 

Srtveral iaimbers asked liow nany agenits ’were.* asigixed to tho Dallas office at tho 
xime of the assassination, i^tliough in th^ ver:-^ lawsuit in wliich it disclosed^ to me what 

I attach oh?Ail^witlihold all namoj: on th: frivolous cljiiu to "porivacy,'' 

£^2.^ -the niiOes , noii^e addresoes and phones and it reflects the genuineness or lack oi it 
ia'i’JI i’Ol.L "privacy" claiias. Hero it served, other than nere obstruction, only to protect 
S &3 liloj 4^wson frou their own tr.Jiserossions. 

Best wishes, ^ 

Hcirold \ioi‘sberg 




